FACULTY OF FINE ARTS COUNCIL 
NOVEMBER 15, 1985 


PRESENT; Robert Parker, Chair; P. Landsley; D. Andrus; L. 
Sherman; C. MacKenzie; G. Szilasi; J. Germain; W. Krol; B. 
Wainwright; A. Adams; D. Poitras;.E. Mongerson; M. Falsetto; K. 
Adams; A. Herman; T. Morand; J. Byers 


Absent with Apologies; I. Whittome; E. Langley 


Parker explained that this was a special meeting of Fine Arts 
Faculty Council arranged for the purpose of continuing discussion 
on the Membership of Senate and Standing Committees of Senate. 
The Agenda will include two additional items; Election of members 
to the Faculty Council Elections Committee and Honorary Degree 
Nomination Procedures. 


1 Membership of University Senate 


Parker explained Steering Committee recommendations of Model A 
and Model B, Membership of Senate. The significant differences 
between the models include the percentage of administration, 
faculty and students. Model A recommends 40% of faculty members 
whereas Model B recommends that 50% of composition of Senate 
should be faculty representation. It is clear from this that the 
decision-making process take place amongst the academics of the 
University rather than the administrators. 


Model A and B differ also in the composition of non-voting 
members. Model B recommends the inclusion of the Vice-Rector 
Institional Relations and Finance as well as the Vice-Rector, 
Services as non-voting members of Senate. 


Adams questioned the reasoning behind the inclusion of the 
Director of Libraries as a voting member and the inclusion of the 
Director of the Computor Centre and Director of Admissions as 
non-voting members. 


Parker explained that it was important to keep the relationship 
between the academic life of the community and the University 
libraries. In terms of the computor centre and admissions it was 
felt to be important that these individual positions have access 
to the University community. 


Sherman questioned their inclusion especially when Senate can 
seek information from the appropriate individuals if and when it 
was necessary to do so. 


Motion: (Landlsey, MacKenzie) 
"moved the adoption of Model B*" 


Amendment (Falsetto, Adams) 

"moved that the Director of the Computor Centre and the 
Director of Admissions be eliminated as non-voting members of 
Senate" 

CARRIED 


The question was called and CARRIED 


The recommendation of Fine Arts Faculty Council as to the 
membership of Senate is, therefore, as follows; 


The Rector, who shall be the Chair; 

The Vice-Rector, Academic who shall be the Vice-Chair; 
The Associate Vice-Rector, Academic (Research); 

The Assistant Vice-Rector, Academic; 

The Dean, Faculty of Arts and Science; 

The Dean, Faculty of Commerce and Administration; 

The Dean, Faculty of Engineering and Computer Science; 
The Dean, Faculty of Fine Arts; 

The Dean of Graduate Studies; 

The Director of Libraries; 


Twelve (12) Professors from the Faculty of Arts and 


Science; 
Four (4) Professors from the Faculty of Commerce and 
Administration; 
Four (4) Professors from the Faculty of Engineering and 
Computer Science; 
Four (4) Professors from the Faculty of Fine Arts; 
Twelve (12) Undergraduate Students: 
Six (6) from the Faculty of Arts and Science 


Two (2) from the Faculty of Commerce and Administration 


Two (2) from the Faculty of Engineering and Computer 
Science 
Two (2) from the Faculty of Fine Arts 
One (1) Diploma Student > 
One (1) Masters Student > all from different Faculties 
One (1) Doctoral Student > 


Non-Voting Members; 


The Dean of Students 

The University Registrar 

The Vice-Rector, Institutional Relations & Finance 
The Vice-Rector, Services 


2. Standing Committees of Senate 


Parker explained that as a result of the motion on November 
8th, Steering Committee is recommending the addition of the words 
"other than Steering Committee" be introduced after Senate 
Standing Committees. The amended motion to read as follows; 


(MacKenzie, Kelly) "move that Faculty representatives to 
Senate Standing Committees, other than the Steering 
Committee, be drawn from the University at large, with 
the respective Faculty Councils forwarding their names 
to Senate for ratification" 


Parker presented to Council members a flowchart which 
outlined the steps a curriculum proposal would take within the 
standing committee structure as proposed by Senate. 


Questions arose as to the new mandate of Steering Committee 
and what relationship there would be between the various standing 
committees in particular between the Academic programmes 
committee and the Academic Planning Committee. It was felt that 
Since we could not discuss the mandates themselves, Council could 
at least discuss the memberships. 


The following motions, as tabled by Steering Committee, were 
then discussed, moved and carried as indicated. 


3. (MacKenzie, Byers) “move that all Senate committees that 
have general Faculty membership shall have parity 
between the existing Faculties" 


4, (Mongerson, Falsetto) "move that, in all Senate Committees, 
the words 'not from the same Faculty' be added after 
two undergraduate students or two graduate students" 


5. (Mongerson, Falsetto) "move that the membership of the 


Academic Planning Committee include four (4) Faculty 
Deans rather than two (2) Deans" 


6. (MacKenzie, Mongerson) "move that the membership of the 
Academic Programmes Committee include an Assistant, 
Associate or Vice-Dean with the most direct 
responsibility for academic programmes from each 
Faculty and that the two (2) Faculty Deans be struck 
from the proposed membership" 


Te (MacKenzie, Falsetto) move that the University Registrar 
act as a permanent Non-Voting Member of the Academic 
Programmes Committee" 


8. (MacKenzie, Szilasi) "move that the membership of the 
University Research Committee include four (4) Faculty 


Deans or their delegates rather than two (2) Deans' 


9. (Falsetto, Morand) "move that the membership of the 
Research include one undergraduate 
student" 


10. (MacKenzie, Falsetto) "move that the membership of the 


Academic Services Committee include four (4) Faculty 
Deans or their delegates rather than two (2) Deans" 


With respect to the mandates of Standing Committees and 
their relationship to Steering Committee, members felt that 
further clarification was needed before any recommendations could 
be made. 


11. (Falsetto, Landsley) "move that Council request 
clarification on the mandates, structure and procedures 
of the various new Senate Committees and the 
relationship of those Committees to each other, to 
Steering Committee and to various bodies within 
Faculties" 


CARRIED 


2. Faculty Elections Committee 


Duval explained that the Collective Agreement, Article 
18.14.3c called for the nomination by Faculty Council of members 
to a Faculty Elections Committee. This Committee will oversee 
the procedures for the election of faculty members to the Fine 
Arts Faculty Tenure Committee. The following faculty members 
were elected to this committee; 


Professors W. Krol and G. Szilasi 


3. Honorary Degree Nomination Procedures 


Parker asked that in order for Steering Committee to come 
forward with any recommendations, Council members express their 
present concerns regarding the procedures currently used for the 
nomination of Honorary Degree candidates. 


Landsley asked why the procedures had been altered. He 
understood that in the past nominations were received by Faculty 
Council, approved and then forwarded to the Graduation Committee. 


This no longer happens and he wanted to know the rationale for 
the change. 


Parker explained that the Board of Governors enacted a 
change in order to open the nomination procedures up to the 
University community. 


Adams explained that in the past, part of the problems 
stemmed from the lack of submission of names from Faculties and 
that the Committee itself had to investigate further nominations. 


Landsley noted that at the moment anyone can forward a 
nomination and that Council may, or may not, vete such a 
nomination. It was then possible that the Faculty of Fine Arts 
Honorary Degree candidate would not have been initiated by anyone 
within the Faculty of Fine Arts. 


Parker noted that Steering Committee, after some 
investigation, could put forward to Council a motion for further 
discussion and will bring forward this item for discussion at the 
December meeting of Council. 


November 29, 1985 
M. Duval 


